Introduction
Although the species of fishes occurring in Chesapeake Bay are fairly well known from the studies of Hildebrand and Schroeder (1928) and several later authors, there has been little study of the fishes of Virginia's Eastern Shore, especially from the Atlantic ocean side or Seaside. However, Schwartz (1961) recently studied the fishes of Chincoleague and Sinepuxent Bays, the area adjacent to and just north of this study area. The Seaside, as used herein, refers to the bay areas of Virginia's outer coast,, from the Maryland line south to Cape Charles along the Atlantic Ocean.
Bean (1891:93-4) listed Scoliodon terraenavae and Gymnura micrura (as Pteroplatea maclura) from the town of Cape Charles in Chesapeake Bay. Other species have been recorded at Cape Charles from time to time (Evermann and Hildebrand 1910; Hildebrand and Schroeder 1928) . Fowler (1913 Fowler ( , 1927 Fowler ( , 1930 
Negaprion brevirostris (Poey). LEMON
SHARK:--Four lemon sharks were captured vvacnapreague anu vicinity in ~_~os_. A nine foot specimen reportedly weighing 235 pounds was taken from Metomkin Bay in July 1960 and authenticated by two photographs in the Eastern Shore News. Two large sharks taken from the Wachapreague dock in August 1960 were not examined but their general descriptions fit Negaprion. Sharks with "two fins" are often seen at the coastal towns of Wachapreague and Quinby, especially in the evening. This information suggests that Negaprion is not uncommon, even though previously known north of North Carolina as a stray, from New Jersey (Fowler, 1952: 93) . However, Springer (1950: 350) (1,n*'~l.nhn,o'nn~ n'nr],".l hf~rll'~r obtained in the channel where they are discarded by the sport fishery. Some ate Synodus (1), an unidentified eel (1), soft blue crabs, Callinectes (1), Sphaeroides (1), and fish remains (2). These sharks were all taken by hook baited with either menhaden (Brevoortia) or ray (Gymnura).
Comparisons of these larger males (Table  1 ) with a smaller male and female (Bigelow and Schroeder !948:311) and a series measured by Springer (1950) clearly show a proportional increase in height and decrease in base length of the median and pectoral fins with size. However, the relative placement of the fins is similar in all specimens. The snout is proportionately shorter and the eye smaller in larger specimens. (In Springer 1960:13) stated that this appeared to be the most
Carcharhinus (=

